A 1

~ 9/ ~
ﬂ’ﬂll!@l!i@‘(’N%TﬂﬂTﬁiﬂ)’ﬁSﬁL‘Uﬂ‘U’Jﬁﬁ’JﬁJ
Common Method Bias (CMB)

Jd A A
TONAITNTIVITY AT. WURNT N3gona

Aa Aan Aa 4 Aa Y] o
NIAITBIFADN AUSINYIATTAT WU 1INYIQYITUATLLNN

T
=\

d o 1 a o
‘llﬁ'ifJ"IfJ‘V]f”fl!fJﬁ]ﬂﬂT’iﬂ’JTﬂngLﬁ%ﬂTﬂVl@ﬂWﬁﬁ"ll!f]ﬁ]ﬂ

U

AUNNUAULATITUAITIVULUTIIBIA

QU

UN 7 AUBIYU 2566

$09ANAAINANTE AT NUGT NIULNA NIATTNATIA NUNINENA-TINATLIN



ANV CMB
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CMB ABANUDUIDIININAINNIT IFUIATIATINAY M0 15ITNT
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A5 U (195119 U195IA Likert 30 Semantic differential 130 face scale
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ANNYHNI8UD3 CMB tay CMV
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ANV CMB tas CMV
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ANNHN8UDI CMB iay CMV

CMB 2zne1¥ina CMV 1ay E‘Nwaﬂi %U@]@L‘L&E’J\‘lhlﬂﬂ\‘l convergent Va11d1ty,

discriminant validity dquilse ﬁ‘mmﬁu‘mNimmuﬂmﬂmmmmmmuuaw
VIF Gmmmﬂuu%zum’gqmnmﬂmﬂ@m CMB (Kock, 2015)



aityvinues CMB

1 ¥sefiunudersuseununlsaiiuialasoaumquazisonadniiin 1y
Tasvaunauazdosoradnsianuduuilsii (nsaldszdiv suuiyuaeuonise
douiludnounu@uogudn)

2. ApevBamarammzaIeAeirund misuitaznganssuvesawiy
uuanelumsae 5enUTITNATIUANNALTUAII (consistency motif)

3. grevianufAnanudeduveinueaniy implicit theory AofinnungoLas
ASOUAINAA (mindset) ANUANUFO VDAY Tadananemslsiiy

4. MapUMUIINA TN seaains enou T I099d (social

desirability) ua 11 1ad0ya934



ANV CMB
9 A A Y . .
3. Qﬁﬁl‘lﬂﬂﬂ ARMEIERY ﬂﬁgguu/iwﬂmuuqmﬁmq (Ieniency bias) H30nA
ACLUULTAND (severity bias)
9 ~ Y Y =KX Y A [~ 9 v 9 1
6. @maummﬂumaaﬂmm JUNUAIONT B hfiualenuveny Tag lunae
v Jd . . . .
g 1oy TUNAY (acquiescence bias 150 yea-saying nay-saying)
Y ~ d R A Yy A A g A <
7. @mmﬂ@mmazmqmﬁum fnmmmTumam‘mtyjmmzmﬂaﬂmmﬂu

NNUINKHTON WAL (mood state)
9 o v A Jd d' 9) 122 9 ~ S 9 d' ¥
8. @@@‘Uﬂ?ﬁﬂ%@ﬁ%ﬂ!‘UN!ﬁ@QﬂNE]Q%Q@@U"U@ﬂﬁ\liﬂfJiJ’E)TiiJmL"U"IiJW!,ﬂfJ?GU@Q

AUNITAAAU laaDL (transient mood state)
3 Y
9. Ton I uUINTITUNIN FUFDU AQUIATD HA1ANNKNIY 10 taz 1F

Y . . .
VOAITNUYTI (item characteristics)



ayinved CMB

9 < v 1 0 dyd L ) Yy I '
10. doomveniluiznaisaeuiiuestnee Mo IuLaINNTIUINIg
aouvsosziivanilumn’ls (Item demand characteristics) iuaionrufie
1 ' n 9 o Y ) Yq 9 ! =~ IS A |
ToTrlugulnilawanuianssum v ldaude tanuiluiasun muwely
Y
AUBNHULIFUNYTO 1
11. fonquinsednevdsneuiTeailoo (Item ambiguity)
12. 1Fmasianuumunasa wuls LIKert scale w5e sematic differential
scale w5e faces scale naoalunnruladiam
13, dommernumssvdlanuaamiu/anuhlo/anudeiu luedan

MUl gaeueratndenmiagtivaaoudioiw



ayvinues CMB

14. A%szeru (anchor point) lumnastlawnesnuuuidunasane 1-5 nie 1-7
aaeannyuaamaty uazldeune (@nchor label) uuuiden TaelindenTam
UTVNVBINUIAFAIDIY

15, 1mwzalsz Tenlrauan (Positive wording) wiedse Tea/2aau (negative
wording/reverse coded Item) maeannainiy navuaa Astidunute ua linasmu
A39ADA3

16. a1 aoud wazuuumsia dwlsgasalunanfendu lugaiu
ey Tudertiafedu (15w nuvasuamnssay duamaina Tnsdned Qgﬁa

Wosu)



a7 Ve CMB
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nsasavaeutla CMB uaznis 14 Marker variable

Marker Variable ﬁ@ﬁ’suﬂmmﬁ%%ﬁ’ﬂ%ﬁﬂmmﬁm%ﬂm nuaulslunsew
13798 ﬁﬂni%ﬁ’s%’i’ﬂﬁzﬂuanﬂﬁw‘%?ﬁﬁﬁ’qmﬁqﬂiwmﬁ (social
desirability: SD) snas saeruilu LIKERT w3e Semantic differential

e @5 udoyannuuuTeuny Wainnl9ail

1. manuduwusnuaudlslunseunmsite sandusiusinuni 0.30
uazidedinnuaasuvglityn CMB (d1ﬁwﬁ’uﬁ’u§mumﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁmﬁg}uﬁ”s)

2. 1% Marker Variable ifluduilsarnan msinsiziuazuanalingysi
HUUREINUA M TAIVAL

3. winuasou q 7'lisidyw CMB 1uidudlsaauqu

NRETINALI 14
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nsastaaevan CMB uazasle Marker variable

4. 41 Sensitivity Analysis feusauuunis Marker Variable sudauuni1ais
Marker Variable nardimsrzrinmasawsuanaienunse 1
. wiv1saun Effect Size veannaauls

IRNANAAITIANTE AT, NUFT WILIZNA NIATTIATIH NUINLNALITUATLY
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aa0ed19 Perform

ance scale uuwu Semantic Differential

1. TeamPerformance Very Ineffective  [1{2]3]4|5|6| 7] Very effective
2. Team cohesion Very low Very high

3. communication Poor Excellence

4. Goal attainment Far from goal Achieved goal

5. Collaboration Minimal Exceptional

0. Adaptation Inflexible Highly adaptable
1. Decision making Poor-Informed Well-informed
8. Leadership Weak Strong

9. Task efficiency Inefficient Highly efficient

10. Conflict resolution

Frequently

Conflict-free

16



I5M353989U CMB
1. 95 Harman’s single factor (Kock, 2020)

Y Y
v A o

a o Y] o = Y}
idyianavuannnndulsudanimigitdade Tasminualuuilaas
[Rea JIRYULAU 01 % variance UDY extraction sum square loading UA1E

171 50% uaadNuyyin CMB
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AUNITAIAAA (heuristic)



I5n5239a9U CMB

2. 35 Partial correlation procedure

Y

A A o = . A Yy I Y A v
ITUUUBT general factor 1139 marker variable 3J1LW3JHHL‘]J°LJ@]’JLL‘]J3?]T]J?}3J (ADE7
155)

) < v 1 Y U, <3 A
partial out HMNYAININNANUBIANILT Marker 8NN TAM 1D UiTD
weInualsalugu luldsiunsy PROCESS (380121 covariate

Y v A Jd v 1
general factor AoAzUUTatsuetaTaLsnINMIAATIZH T deuLD vy
qQ Y1 oo 1 y, ] H
upun lamdaaIuANUEUNT (% variance) ganga

General factor w3e common method factor e factor score vestasausnfiianinnsi efa fudauls
navuauuy bivyuunuudiaulunmzasautivesnzuuuilsevesiavousn Sonn general factor
o liludaunlsnaugu
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I5AVa9U CMB
A . .
35 Partial correlation procedure
marker variable AollaveNnaINTeaNNa319uu 1R hiRervesla o nuaualsouls

A Ay o Av o & 9 9 2 Y Y ' 9 A 9
NIDULUIANUAAMTITE UNITeTuTludpsainvutaz IidaoutIsnouAeDL 16
o I Jd 1
anléinsizn CMB denmnniaiingine Hmegavesuuuaouniu

Y, 2 ,
qj@ﬂTNﬁN?ﬂ“@ﬁ]iﬂ)’

Y

1) s safignaainsainnszuiumsiinszet Data cleaning-EFA-CFA-SEM o

2) atradiuliuas lferdearudanlsdu wuszdnwn firm performance 714
marker variable «ilw firm ownership

3) fenliidudeaunendu social desirability (SD)
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Social desirability scale

N o

YO0 social desirability 141180 7 Y9V Fischer and Fick (1993) Uadl

1.

AW

)

Y <

VNASIMUNHUN DU

A Y A J YA
ynenmuelse lewiandou

Y '
ﬂTHﬁQiﬁ]ﬁTﬁﬂTWNﬂlﬁﬂ@ﬂﬁTﬂ’JﬁJNﬂ

Y
% 1 1 (oY 1 1 9)
: ‘]JNﬂN‘I/]TL!qu"ﬂ%’ﬁJ?JWﬂﬂ’JWQ%3114

I <A

9y
: VNATIMUNTUNTIU TUANNAAVDIN O

192 A o A gA S
Jugﬁﬂwgﬂmmwmqjma@auu’dmmmmumq

1 I 9/ 1 o 1 ~ o 9
lune lasaseslvseunsunmuavesmunnasen lilagiielas



social desirability scale

N

Y
9 . L ' 9 .
UDNY social desirability LLUUYD 5 UDUDI Haghighat (2013) UAG1
' L q vy & A o
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I5A3I980U CMB
2. 35 Partial correlation procedure 35 ﬁ 1 Partial out general factor (Tehseen,
Ramayah and Tejiran, 2017)

YA Jd a A v Y o ' Y, v J
°1mm'i1mﬂiamm’ammﬂﬂminfmmuuﬁﬂm R 499 5Waan s
Y] v J .9
0113 i general factor Wi utladeemaundiuysnaans (ﬂﬁa

ﬂmwumuﬂsmmu) ammuﬂﬁNaawwmﬂmmwuimmﬂﬂm 1a?
wSeuiisua R2 d1a1 R ldiaaudauanasi ludidam cMB
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5M539a9U CMB
3% Partial correlation procedure 357 1 Partial out general factor
(Tehseen, Ramayah and Tejiran, 2017)

! Y
NOUAIUANAIY general factor ¥HINIUAUAIY general factor

FS
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I5A319a0U CMB
3% Partial correlation procedure 357 2 Partial out marker variable (Lindell and

| | Whitney, 2001) |
55 Partial out marker variable (Lindell and Whitney, 2001) 191194 Marker variable

9 Y, SA o I Y Aa A v o 1
L‘U13J1Ll‘].l‘].l@]’3llﬂ5ﬂ’)ﬂﬂll (ﬂﬂ@@gllﬂjjgj\l) HAINATUINAIT R A UNUDT TSI marker

v o Y Y] v 1 1
variable NUAMUTURIDUY DARAUNUTFINT 0.3 LAAINN CMB

Marker
variable
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Aadx
51339090 CMB

2% Partial correlation procedure 351 3 Partial out a “Marker” variable
(Podsakoff et al., 2003)



A
I513739a91U CMB
3. Correlation matrix procedure (Bagozzi, Yi and Phillips., 1991)

Ay

Y

A [ Y v J

3. Correlation matrix procedure T UNDTUININAIT AT HANINUT
=

1 v o Jd

senanaulsuds ardaulsudsg ladimandWusganit 0.9 uaaend
cMB (simple correlation (Hlwaswiten1¥asrnaeungiaundunsany)
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I5M3va9U CMB
4. Multicollinearity (Kock, 2015)

4. Multicollinearity (Kock, 2015) 35 HTiuu1aa1a13 cMB ludoya annunaia

oY) (oY, A " ti'd 9
ma’ammmﬁﬂm“hJGluzuﬁ)ﬂlﬁ)agawm’aﬁv’mmmmmﬂwmgumﬁa

Xjj = }\ijFi + (Deieij;i =1,2,3;j=1,2,...,m; naaiu
le — )\IJFI + (DMM + u)eieij;i — 1,2,3 ;j — 1,2, oy I
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I5M3va9U CMB
4. Multicollinearity (Kock, 2015)

Ia32980UNABTNTAUNAT VIF 40 3.3 (Ringle, Wende and Will,
2020) vi3e'lai (WA R? gana1 0.70 w3 1 ma1g VIF = —
uaA9Nri1 CMB

9) 1
) 1N

IRNANAAITIANTE AT, NUFT WILIZNA NIATTIATIH NUINLNALITUATLY
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I5M319a01 CMB
5.9% Measured Latent Marker Variable Approach (MLMY)

5. 3% Measured Latent Marker Variable Approach (MLMY) (Chin, Thatcher,
White and Steel, 2013) a5 1900019 lunerveenvdso1uvuiadud sy il

. o A Y . o v A iy r1d 9
marker variable 119983819 1%13)U social desirability W301J99s0ulaN hiineIT0
v A A v o YA o 1 9 ! 9
AUNTOULUINNNAANITINY Tagmuua i IUIU IUDeNI1 4 Vo0



A5A39891U CMB

5. MLMV 554 1. Construct Level Correction (CLC)

5% 1. Construct Level Correction (CLC) 537 1% Marker variable d18n3wa’l1/é:
ﬁﬁllﬂillﬁj\i%ﬂﬁﬁ (‘VHJWEJ!,‘I'W] T‘]Jﬁ!,!,ﬂill PLS 9% lliJE)uﬂJWlGl‘lfimcﬁlﬁﬂﬂi%@’mﬂﬁlﬂu
ﬂ’J”I 1 ﬂ’N ﬁﬂ?ﬂﬂ%ﬂﬁ@ﬂ%%ﬂﬁl@haﬂl@fl Marker variable Lm"bmwﬂmumm
ABIN15 1%)

Y o = & a A 1 ] & & A
NM354 CLC nsgiudlu 2 aseRowio 143 Marker variable A591H94a21H0
A . g’/ : g}J Y Aa LY a Qc{ 9
114 Marker variable a9 11/2na5anile mnuulvwnanndulseansdunis R?
1 d' 1 (Y] A 1 9 | I | (oY 1 1
uaza tasundas liiauganse 1 o1 lmusanaasn luidayrn cMB Tunmw

@i@hlﬂﬁclﬁ!ﬁm’immm R% — RZ, di11 — d»1, b11 — b21 , ta11 — taZl ,
th11 — th21



5 MLMV 557

b41,tb11

NOUAILANAIY Marker variable

A5A319a91 CMB

1. Construct Level Correction (CLC)

Marker
variable
b2, b2+ E
ao1,tanq
arker
variable

¥HINIUAUAIY Marker variable

209ANERINANET AT, NUAT WILZNA NIAITIATH NUNANNRATINATUU

arker
variable
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I5A3I980U CMB
5. MLMV 351 2 Item level correction (ILC)

354 2 ltem level correction (ILC) il Lﬁﬂl’m”Iiﬂﬂﬂ”IEJGI’JGU’JWJWﬂLW'iiu!,‘]Juﬂ"l’i'i‘LJ’inJ
A1%30 AR Marker variable NA2%30 4 0 @t 5ur X, X, uag'y i sasutsas 3

9y -ax

U9 ATAUUUNITA ] i
9 . ' Y Y Y = Y 9 S
1) 19 Marker variable mwaﬂiwmu”lﬂmm%mmﬂm Tunuiine 9 a1 Taeas1uilu

| ]
v v A o I~ |

LV ﬁ‘]J’NﬂmJ‘l’iﬁﬁ]’Nijﬂﬂm1%11!’31!9]’361)”3@!,!,%1’3114 LV i ll‘]JfN@]’JG])”Jﬂ (U®TU PLS algorithm

dcu

Qb llﬂm’diJ‘]J'i ’cT‘I/]ﬁL’d‘LJ‘VIN A1 t A1 residual 1A R? 05U bootstrap 92 1871 standard error
(se)

5n
2
)]

Q

2) ﬁiwmm%mimmﬂ residual + se*VR2 Gummﬂmﬂnmﬂu P “lﬂﬂﬂm
3) SUUD 1) aﬂmmmﬂmamimmma 2) umgﬂ%wmaumﬁuﬂﬁ CANDIAUTA

?h tay R? ﬂ1&@ﬂ@WQﬂuhljJLﬂu%ﬂllﬁﬂngllijJﬂﬂJ1’“ CMB LL@]ﬂHJﬂﬂJ“VH CMB Gl‘ﬁuqsll@a;!a
9 Y A
AT 2) ll‘]ﬂ"])’h!ﬂTi’J!,ﬂiWu‘Viﬂ’i@“lJL!,u’Jﬂ’J”ljJﬂﬂﬂ"li’)fﬂﬂ
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5. MLMV 351 2 Item level correction (1LC)

O
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msun luifeyrin CMB
1.25 ILC (Chin, Thatcher, White and Steel, 2013)
9

Q/

I
~ =~ 9 o I A o Y .
GUEJL!?JGUE]LLH%HTNHﬂ’J%EJﬁTﬁﬂiﬂGl‘fb’ﬂi%‘]J’JuﬂWi Data cleaning-EFA-

2. WL

) 2 A Ay 2 o o A A
CFA-SEM 1Hhuasssvountlyni nszuiumstiduns :umiaununsogile
Tmvzlinanmassaanarmine convergent validity, discriminant validity, AVE
LazinIeanevesdulseansidumenazodnnvesdudseansidunia

Fuldeuissanssunazusun



mstfesnudilvithailarin CMB (Jordan and Troth, 2019)

1 9
1) Weudedernn IMsanuniinglseadoy ls s 1ddnounevedis’ls azie
voya llvhes s daovreladse Tomiosls N@amwmmmummzﬂumum

m’o"lu LOZANDLY llﬂi‘]J‘V]’iT]JNaﬂ”l’i’Ji]fJ/ﬁ'Ti’Ji]uuﬁiﬂllﬂJ
2) 'immmﬁauammiwammm v b laenn "lmamma (FUUAIN

mqmq 3J‘1JN) T¥s2 Tondare Tl 2 anunune @95 T Lay 130) N30 1%
Lmuﬁaumwwwmuﬁmm
3) mmmamﬂmma SHUIA (mmmmmuﬂmﬂq) Tnﬂaimm’mmammu

4) maamimma wm@imimammmuamammammmm@w1
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mstesnuiilvisnaifarin CMB (Jordan and Troth, 2019)

Y 9 Y Y Y v = v <3
b) A 1¥ivoya (data source) HENNUADLADA I voyavoIAlsdaseuazaumlsaumiluau

QQJJ Yy ¥ v Y

azAUNY ﬁqﬁzﬁ@ﬂaqﬁuﬂﬁﬂﬁ}aﬂmnﬁ’mm (acquiescence response) mﬁmmmmﬁmﬁ
viseanyaziderilina lanvelimaouuuula (dispositional mood) tazmsnen l¥ia e
AR (social desirability) $79819151

WanihaulsalunamsUinauvesniinau winnuasUan Bz o (trait)
anuitanelalua AudanAa TR (moral obligation)
y anmneiTosnuMNANA Az US M3 minnueasumsAuinuiie g
Foauna1u1n l¥1eed1unaanay (impulsive buying)

AUTUSD-Hlaeans  Wanth-gnies  uwnd-auld  az-iniSou
vinama naal MUItiple source 1vaimszvidoyade multilevel analysis
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msdesnuiilviinaifan CMB (Jordan and Troth, 2019)

6) Usunlaeudnyazanasia
(1)1Fmastanaeuuuarenulusennedausurs wu Job Satisfaction
1%1nas1 Tanesnauedsssuluesdnis 190151 semantic differential sta1isa
Tdvarsuuy duiunuy larnesnewlsuliiivaien (scale point) 13U 3, 5, 7 A
(2) AMUNIEAT (anchor label) 1¥aen lamus unveen Tusimd
(3) FUANUNVIBVOIAY 1-5 131 5-1
(4) @T’J%’S’ﬂmﬂ%’nﬂuwum (positive wording) 48NNV (negative
wording/reverse-coded item) tufiu uausuld Lifuas sionse og1l5n19u1n
9E1NIAYINTONINALOY1UAY?
1) MaNULUAO LD WAIINIAINU
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